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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 July 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) W is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 4. 6 and 7 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 CJaim(s) 1-3 and 5 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) I3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) S The drawing(s) filed on 15 October 2003 is/are: a)Q accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * oM None of: 

1 .[3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election of Species shown in Figure 3 in the reply filed on July 7, 
2005 is acknowledged. 

Claims 4,6 and 7 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply 
filed on July 7, 2005. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that claim 1 is generic, Examiner agrees. 
However, since Claim 1 has been rejected in this Action, only claims 1-3 and 5 which 
read on Figure 3 have been considered. 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in Italy on October 17, 2002. It is noted, however, that applicant has 
not filed a certified copy of the foreign application as required by 35 U.S.C. 1 19(b). 
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Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The specification should not include the term "said" which is present on at least 
page 1, line 4. 

On page 4, line 2 (at least) there is disclosed "the longer axis of the motor- 
vehicle". This is unclear. Examiner suggests replacing this phrase with "the 
longitudinal axis of the motor-vehicle" if appropriate. 

Throughout the specification, the elements (at least) 1 1 and 16 (on at least page 
4) are referred to by different terms. Examiner suggests using the same terms for a 
particular element for maintaining clarity. 

Similarly, element 28 (on pages 4 and 5) have alternately been referred to as an 
attenuator, an actuator and a support. Examiner suggests the same correction as 
above 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

It is not clear from the specification or the drawings, how the steering device 
would operate as no detail to any mechanical operation/connection that would allow the 
actuator to steer the wheel arrangement by manipulating the tension rod is disclosed. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1, line 1 is unclear. The term "the" used for "the support", "the rocking...." 
and "the trailing...." are unclear since these terms have not yet been claimed. Examiner 
suggests using the phrase "for supporting a rocking wheel-hub of a trailing-arm rear 
suspension". 

Claim 1 , line 4, Examiner suggests changing "on a plane" to - - in a plane - - . 
Claim 1 , line 4, is unclear. Examiner believes that "the longer axle" should read - 
- the longitudinal axis - -. 
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Claim 1 , line 7 and line 8, "supported into a seat" is unclear. Examiner suggests 
using "in" instead of "into". A similar occurrence exists in line 8. 

Claim 1, lines 4 and 10 and claim 2, line 2, the term "basically" is unclear. 

Claim 1 , line 10, Examiner suggests replacing "between them" to - - each other- - 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the cylindrical seat" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 3 depends from claim 1 , where 
not only are there 2 seats and it is unclear which seat is being referred to in claim 3, but 
neither seat is claimed as a "cylindrical seat". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Grosseau 
(USPN 3,674,285) provided in Applicant's IDS. 

Grosseau discloses (as best seen in Figures 6-9) a steering device for supporting 
a rocking wheel-hub or a trailing arm suspension of a motor vehicle in which the support 
for the wheel-hub consists of a connection element (5) rotatably connected to the body 
of the suspension, adapted to rotate in a plane "basically" perpendicular to the ground 
and parallel to the longitudinal axis of the vehicle. The connection element is provided 
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with attachments for the wheel hub and controlled by means of an elastic element (8) 
adapted to limit the rotation, characterized in that the support for the wheel hub rotates 
on a axle (7a) supported in a seat, which seat is adapted to rotate on an axle supported 
in rotation in another seat connected to the end of the suspension arm that is not 
connected to the bodywork of the vehicle. Both rotary movements being allowed in two 
planes basically perpendicular to each other. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2,3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grosseau (USPN 3,674,285) in view of Bruehl (USPN 5,979,919). 

Grosseau has been discussed in the prior rejection. Furthermore, Grosseau 
discloses the seat on which the support for the wheel hub rotates is "basically" a 
cylindrical seat that has a steering lever connected to a tension rod. The tension rod of 
Grosseau would likely be controlled by an actuator, however, it is not disclosed that 
there is an actuator. Nor is the actuator positioned on the bodywork of the motor 
vehicle. 
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Buehl discloses an actuator to controls a tension rod connected to a steering 
lever to rotate a wheel support to steering the wheel arrangement. Furthermore, Buehl 
shows that the actuator is mounted apart from the suspension members and on what 
would be termed "bodywork" of the motor vehicle. 

It would have been obvious to include an actuator mounted on the bodywork of 
the vehicle as shown by Bruehl in the steering arrangement of Grosseau so as to 
properly control the steering motion of the wheel arrangement. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Asteggiano (USPUB 2004/0007842), Hayami (USPN 5,380,024), 
Blondelet et al. (USPN 6,435,491), Suess (USPN 6,241,262), Lee (USPN 5,697,633). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George D. Spisich whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6676. The examiner can normally be. reached on Monday-Friday 9:00 to 6:30 
except alt. Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (571) 272-6669. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




PAUL N. DICKSON ' 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




